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Bastardy — Settlement of Prosecution — Duress. — 1. Where a woman has 
sued out a warrant against a man, charging him with being the father of her bas- 
tard child, they may settle the case by his paying her money or giving his promis- 
sory note. If such note be given, there is sufficient consideration, both moral and 
legal, to authorize a recovery thereon. 

2. The mere fact that the note is given while the putative father is under arrest 
under the warrant is not such duress as will render it void. Jones v. Peterson (Ga. ), 
43 S. E. 417. 

This seems to accord with the general current of authority, the courts of In- 
diana appearing to have been called upon oftener than those of any other State to 
construe such contracts. In Wilbur v. Crane, 30 Mass. (13 Pick.) 284, the entire 
proposition was answered with a flat negative. But in Appeal of Stumpf, 116 Pa. 
34, the doctrine of the principal case was carried so far as a judgment that the 
contract did not end with the life of the putative father, but continued as long as 
did the obligation of the mother to support her illegitimate offspring, and that the 
father's executors were bound to carry out the contract. 



Bankruptcy — Composition — Claim of Leased Personal Property. — 
A petition in involuntary bankruptcy was filed against a corporation a re- 
ceiver was appointed, but a composition was effected and confirmed by the court. 
In the meantime a controversy had arisen between the receiver and one claiming 
as a lessor of the bankrupt corporation under a lease which the receiver claimed 
to be void against creditors as a secret lien. Held, that the lessor-petitioner was 
entitled to the property on the consummation, as there was no other claimant 
except the bankrupt, and it could not assert the rights of creditors whose claims 
had been satisfied and released by the composition. In re J. C. Wimhip Co. (C. 
C. A., 7th Cir. ), 120 Fed. 93. 

Per Jenkins, Circuit Judge : 

"The question is not one of technical pleading. It is one concerning the dis- 
position of property in custodia legis, taken for the benefit of creditors, and which 
it was no longer necessary to hold for them. It is a question whether the alleged 
bankrupt, having compounded with its other creditors, should be permitted to 
assert their rights to enable it to defraud the appellant out of property held under 
an instrument valid as between the parties thereto. It is a matter to be deter- 
mined by a summary showing of the situation, and no technicality should be per- 
mitted to intervene to prevent a just determination of that question. The court 
of bankruptcy is a court of equity. It should have acted sua sponte, the facts 
being manifest upon its record. If formality was essential, the supplemental in- 
tervening petition of the appellant setting forth the facts apparent upon the record 
should have been allowed to be filed, and should have been effectual to prevent 
the entry of the final decree dismissing the original intervening petition." 



